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"For  if  I  be  an  offender,  or  liave  committed  any  tiling  worthy  of  deatli,  I 
refuse  not  to  die :  but  if  there  be  none  of  these  things  whereof  these  accuse 
me,  no  man  may  deliver  me  unto  them.     I  appeal  unto  Cresar.'' — St.  Paul. 


§  ^\i^siA\  uttt0  €mm. 


Many  years  ago,  an  individual  of  some  eminence,  thought  he 
had  good  reason  for  leaving  the  Regular  School,  of  which  he  was 
a  member,  and  embracing  doctrine  Avhich  that  school  called  here- 
sy. The  fact  was  considered  remarkable  at  the  time :  he  had 
been  an  ardent  advocate  of  his  earlier  views,  and  was  not  only  pres- 
ent at  the  murder  of  a  "quack"— I  am  using  modern  language 
though  narrating  an  ancient  event — but  "consenting"  thereto, 
and  at  the  very  time  when  he  concluded  to  change  his  course,  he 
was  prosecuting  a  jom-ney  to  a  distant  city  for  the  sake  of  arrest- 
ing  other  "  quacks,"  and  delivering  them  to  the  power  of  the  Reg- 
ular School.  His  subsequent  course  was  not  a  pleasant  one — for 
many  years  he  was  unceasingly  persecuted  by  his  former  com- 
panions, imprisoned,  scourged,  stoned,  till  finally  he  fell  into  their 
hands,  just  at  a  time  when  their  passions  were  aroused  to  the  ut- 
most, and  there  was  but  a  step  between  him  and  death.  At 
this  juncture,  he  was  rescued  from  the  hands  of  the  regular,  le- 
gitimate school,  by  an  armed  force,  which  happily  for  him,  held 
sway  in  those  parts.  Escaped  from  this  danger,  and  an  assassi- 
nation, w^hich  forty  of  the  Regulars  had  prepared  for  him,  he  at 
length  found,  himself  face  to  face  with  his  adversaries  before  a 
court  of  justice.  The  questions  raised  by  these  adversaries  were 
upon  matters,  about  which  the  court  was  not  conversant,  vv^here- 
upon  the  prisoner  was  asked,  whether  he  wished  to  be  tried  upon 
these  allegations,  by  the  Regular  fraternity.  Having  had  sever- 
al tastes  of  what  they  deemed  justice,  he  put  himself  quite  out  of 
their  reach,  at  once  and  for  ever,  by  exclaiming  I  appeal  unto 
Cjesae. 

History  repeats  itself,  and  the  acts  of  one  age,  with  a  few  tri- 
fling modifications,  are  the  acts  of  another.  As  the  Reguhir  tlie- 
ological  school  was,  in  the  days  just  referred  to,  a  persecuthig 
l^ower,  so  is  the  self-styled  regular  medical  school  in  these  later 
times.  Heretofore  these  attacks  have  been  made — in  this  city  at 
least — in  presence  of  confiding  students  in  their  colleges,  or  with- 


in  the  safe  precincts  of  some  Army  Examining  Board,  but  lately 
a  more  serious  assault  lias  been  made — in  a  solemn  court  of  just- 
ice— under  an  appeal  to  the  Searcher  of  Hearts  for  its  truthful- 
ness .  The  publicity  and  solemnity  of  this  assault  upon  the  honor 
of  Homoeopathic  Physicians,  here  and  elsewhere,  are  such, 
that  it  cannot  be  allowed  to  pass  in  fiilence.  Knowing  full 
well  how  vain  it  would  be  to  bring  the  case  before  any  medical 
tribunal,  an  appeal  is  again  made  to  Ccesar,  that  is,  in  the  pres- 
ent case,  the  public.  Let  the  public  decide,  whether  in  the  fol- 
lowing testimony  we  are  truthfully  characterized  ;  and  if  the  tes- 
timony disgraces  anybody,  let  the  public  decide  who  is  disgraced. 
To  give  minutely  the  occasion  of  this  testimony  being  render- 
ed, would  be  unduly  to  lengthen  the  present  narrative.  Suftice 
it  to  say  that  Dr.  J.  W.  Freer,  Examining  Surgeon  to  the  Enrol- 
ling Board  in  this  city,  was  called  upon  to  answer  certain  char- 
ges made  to  the  Government  touching  the  manner  in  which  he 
performed  his  functions.  And  here  is  that  part  of  the  evidence 
with  which  w^e  are  at  present  concerned  : 

DE.    JO:JTATnAX   ALLEN. 

"  Jonathan  A.  Allen — ^have  resided  in  Chicago  five  years— have 
been  teacher  of  Principles  and  Practice  of  Medicine,  in  Rush 
Medical  College,  ever  since  my  residence  in  this  city — ^liave  been 
connected  with  two  other  Medical  Colleges  most  of  the  time  since 
1848 — the  old  Indiana  College  and  the  Medical  Department  of 
Michigan.  The  term  *  Physician'  is  an  old  one,  and  as  its  origin 
suggests,  was  intended  to  include  those  who  studied  the  laws  of 
natare.  As  ordinarily  employed  and  understood  by  physicians, 
it  means  those  who  study  the  laws  of  nature  with  reference  to 
health  and  disease — technically  we  call  such  a  man  a  Doctor,  be- 
cause he  is  learned  in  the  laws  of  health  and  disease.  Homoeo- 
pathists,  to  my  knowledge,  are  not  recognized  as  legitimate  phy- 
sicians, by  physicians.  Physicians  are  not  used  to  qualify  their 
professions  by  any  such  adjunct  as  Allopathic  or  Eclectic.  Such 
nomenclature  is  regarded  as  evidence  of  quackery.  I  am  ac- 
quainted with  Dr.  Freer — his  standing  as  a  teacher,  physician  and 
man  is  among  the  most  eminent  in  this  community,  my  means  of 
knowledge  are  daily  intercourse,  frequent  consultations  and  gen- 
eral reputation.  I  am  what  is  called  by.Homoeopathists,  but  not 
by  intelligent  people,  an  Allopathic  doctor — the  term  is  a  nick 
name.  ' 

"It  is  impossible  for  a  Homoeopathic  Physician  to  be  an  edu- 
cated man,  or  an  educated  man  to  be  honestly  a  Homoeopathic 
Physician.  To  say  Homoeopathic  Physician,  is  as  much  a  sole- 
cism, as  to  say — black  white  bird.  I  call  Homoeopathic  Physi- 
cians, Homoeopathic  doctors,  just  as  we  say      *       "^       '^*       Old 


women  doctors*— horse  doctors— cattle  doctors — Indian  doctors. 
There  is  n-o  one  of  the  Homoeopathisty,  particukirly,  for  whom  I 
have  any  esteem  or  respect  as  a  Doctor.  I  am  not  personally 
acquainted  with  any  who  are  graduates  of  any  of  our  Colleges  ; 
there  may  be,  just  as  there  are  backsliders  in  all  churches. 

DE.    H.    A.    JOIINSOX. 

"Dr.  H.  A.  Johnson — am  physician  and  surgeon  in  Chicago 
Medical  College — have  lived  in  Chicago  14  years — my  chair  is 
General  Pathology  and  Hygeine — have  been  teacher  in  Rush 
Medical  College — I  think  live  years.  I  define  physician  in  its  med- 
ical sense,  as  applied  to  those  who  devote  themselves  to  the  struc- 
ture and  action  of  the  human  body,  in  a  state  of  health  and  dis- 
ease, and  to  the  treatment  of  disease  by  the  honest  use  of  all  those 
modes  and  means  that  experience  and  observation  have  shown  to 
be  most  useful. 

There  is  no  association  betvv'een  physicians  and  liomoeopath- 
ists  ;  they  are  not  recognized  as  physicians.  I  heard  Dr.  Alien's 
testimony  as  to  Homosopathic  physicians  generally,  I  agree  with 
him  wholly." 

iSTow  in  Dr,  Allen's  testimony,  Physicians  are  described  as 
being  those,  '  who  study  the  laws  of  nature  with  reference  to 
health  and  disease.'  Such  men  are  technically  called  Doctors, 
because  'learned  in  the  laws  of  health  and  disease.'  Accepting 
then  this  definition  of  the  term,  '  Physician,'  let  Dr.  Allen  tell  us 
what  there  is  in  the  Theory  and  Practice  of  Homoeopathic  physi- 
cians w^hich  shows  conclusively  that  they  do  not  '  study  the 
laws  of  nature  with  reference  to  health  and  disease,'  or  that  they 
are  not  '  learned  in  the  laws  of  health  and  disease.'  The  main 
difference  between  Homoiopathists  and  Allopathists,  like  Dr.  Al- 
len, for  instance,  is  that  we  believe  that  -  like  cures  like,*  and 
that,  very  minute  doses  of  medicine  have  curative  effect.  Does 
Dr.  Allen  mean  to  say  that  a  man  who  believes  that  '  like  cures 
like,'  cannot  study  the  laws  of  nature^,  with  reference  to  liealth 
and  disease,  or,  that  a  man  is  incapacitated  for  this  study,  who 
believes  that  the  hundredth,  or  thousandth,  or  millionth  of  a  grain 
if  ipecac  will  cure  some  kinds  of  nausea  ?  or,  that  this  belief  is 
proof  positive,  or  presumptive  even,  that  he  has  not  studied  these 
laws  ?  If  he  doeSj  let  Ciesar  say  whether  such  an  opinion  is  worthy 
of  a  man  of  sense.     But  see  by  what  a  rule  they  measure  us  ! 

He  says  again, '  it  is  evidence  of  quackery  to  use  any  adjunct 
qualifying  our  profession.'  If  v/e  call  ourselves  Homceopathic 
physicians,  we  are  '  quacks.'  What  arc  we  if  we  go  before  any 
Army  or  navy  Board  and  represent  ourselves  Physicians  simply  V 


Why,  then  we  deal  in  subterfuge.  Having  appealed  lo  Ciesar, 
it  does  not  become  me  to  decide  the  case,  but  I  submit  if  it 
is  not  rather  honesty  which  leads  us  to  qualify  ourselves  as  IIo- 
mmopaihic  physicians?  Time  was  when  it  Avas  deemed  by  the 
most  of  men.  a  disgrace  to  be  called  Homoeopathist :  it  was  no 
passport  to  wealth  or  ease  or  respect.  A  way  to  these  had  to  be 
won  through  misrepresentation  and  contempt.  Whether  we  have 
not  raised  ourselves  above  these,  let  Caesar  judge. 

It  may  be  added,  moreover,  that  if  we  are  a  sect  or  party  by 
ourselves,  it  is  not  our  fault.  When  Hahnemann  first  promul- 
gated his  views,  he  had  no  idea  of  founding  a  medical  sect.  He 
published  them  in  Hufeland's  (an  allopathic)  Journal,  as  long  as 
Hufeland  lived.  At  his  death,  his  successor  refused  to  publish 
Hahnemann's  articles  any  more,  and  instead  of  being  met  with 
courtesy  and  fair  and  honest  criticism,  he  was  assaulted  with  the 
epithets,  fool — quack — charlatan,  &c.,  &c.,  as  his  disciples  have 
been  to  this  day.  There  would  never  have  been  a  Homoeopathic 
College,  or  a  Homoeopathic  Journal,  or  a  Homoeopathic  Doctor, 
on  the  face  of  the  earth,  if  the  physicians  of  Hahnemann's  day, 
and  of  subsequent  times,  had  admitted  us  to  our  rights  in  their 
midst ;  and  received  our  principles  and  modes  of  practice  with 
that  impartial  criticism  to  which  they  were  entitled,  and  which 
they  assuredly  will  receive  before  many  years.  Even  now,  this 
dissociation  is  not  of  our  seeking ;  and  we  are  ready  to  harmo- 
nize with  them  and  form  one  true  medical  school,  as  soon  as  they 
come  up  to  our  level;  though  it  must  be  acknowledged,  that  the 
enjoyment  of  the  society  of  some  of  them,  would  be  an  acquired 
taste. 

In  proceeding,  Dr.  Allen  objects  to  being  called  an  Allopath- 
igt — it  is  a  nick  name — it  is  not  used  to  designate  him  and  those 
of  his  kind  by  *  intelligent  people.'  Let  us  see  if  that  is  so.  Cer- 
tain people  are  engaged  in  this  city,  at  present,  in  making  prepa- 
rations for  a  Sanitary  Fair,  and  all  sorts  and  kinds  of  people  and 
professions  are  represented  by  Committees.  Dr.  Allen's  friend, 
Dr.  Johnson,  was  appointed  as  the  representative  of  the  Allo- 
pathists.  He  declined  the  honor  very  gracefully,  in  a  public  note, 
but  did  not  state  as  the  reason  that  those  who  tendered  it  were 
not  '  intelligent  people.''  Perhaps,  however,  they  are  not.  Dr. 
Allen's  opinion  certainly  should  have  all  the  weight  it  merits. 

Before  the  question  is  put,  however,  w^hether  these  people  just 
referred  to,  and  all  others  wiio  call  Drs.  Allen  and  Johnson  'Alio- 


pathists  are  '  intelligent  people :'    a  witness  or  two  may  be  heard 
with  advantage. 

And  first  comes  Jno.  Forbes,  M.  D.,  F.  R.  S.,  Editor  of  the 
British  and  Foreign  Review — a  man  of  learning  and  high  stand- 
ing in  the  British  medical  ranks.  He  was  intelligent  too — at  least 
had  the  credit  of  it.  But  be  this  as  it  may,  Sir  John  Forbes, — 
he  was  a  Sir,  by  the  by — in  1846,  published  an  article  in  his  Jour- 
nal, entitled  Homoeopathy,  Allopathy  and  Young  Physic'  May 
be  Dr.  Allen  has  never  seen  it — probably  Dr.  Brainard  has,  as  we 
shall  see  presently  that  his  reading  of  Homoeopathic  literature 
has  been  somewhat  extensive.  In  this  production.  Sir  Jolm 
speaks  of  Homoeopathists  and  Allopathists  and  Hydropathists — 
nay  he  speaks  of  Homoeopathic  '  physicians,'  and  Hydropathical 
'  physicians,'  and  he  was  not  an  adherent  of  our  school  nor  a  de- 
fender of  our  doctrines,  and  if  he  still  lives,  as  it  is  to  be  hoped 
he  does,  is  now,  as  he  was  then,  an  Allopathist.  The  term  was 
no  nick  name  with  him.  He  uses  it  freely  to  express  the  side  of 
medicine  to  which  he  belonged ;  and  the  idea  that  he  was  not  an 
intelligent  man,  seems  never  to  have  occurred  to  him.  He  may 
be  called  again— for  the  present  he  may  stand  aside. 

Dr.  Pereira  m  his  Materia  Medica  says,  "according  to  the 
Homoeopathists  ^  ^  --  there  are  only  three  imaginable  modes 
of  employing  medicine,  and  they  are  denominated  Aoit'qyathic^ 
Hommopathic,  and  Allopathic^''  and  then  goes  on  to  discuss  the 
three  modes  of  cure  through  three  or  four  pages,  but  without  a 
word  of  dissent  as  to  the  term  "Allopathic."  I  think  it  possible 
that  he  might  have  been  an  intelligent  man — he  wrote  a  very  good 
work  on  Materia  Medica,  which  perhaps  is  some  evidence  to  that 
effect. 

Here  is  another  witness — ^his  intelligence  is  not  claimed ;  but 
what  he  lacks  in  intelligence  he  makes  up  in  bitterness,  so  perhaps 
he  will  be  just  as  acceptable  to  Dr.  Allen.  It  is  Wortliiiigton 
Hooker,  M.  D.,  Norwich,  Con.,  In  1852,  or  thereabouts,  he  wrote 
a  very  ferocious  book  about  Homoeopathy.  I  hope  he  still  lives  to 
write  a  better,  though  it  may  be  doubted,  after  the  excoriation 
which  Dr.  Marcy,  of  N.  Y.,  gave  him.  But  to  the  witness.  He 
says,  «  But  what  is  Allopathy ?"  "  I  thank  thee,  Jew  !"  "Is  it 
one  thing — one  mode — one  system  ?  By  no  means.  This  term  is 
applied  to  all  kinds  of  practice,  pursued  by  all  regular  physicians. 
It  is  a  very  extended  and  very  diversified  combination.     It  in- 
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eludes  much  that  is  good  and  mucli  that  is  bad,  and  the  prac- 
titioners of  this  Allopathy  are  some  of  them  bad  practitioners."* 

Finally,  the  London  Lancet,  may  be  adduced  on  this  point — the 
intelligence  of  the  witness  being  endorsed.  In  the  Sept.  No.  of 
1850,  the  editor  says,  "  Here  then,  is  a  remarkable  difference  be- 
tween the  two  systems.  The  AllopathisU  can,"  &c.,  &c.,  and 
Dr.  Stearns,  former  President  of  the  N.  Y.  Academy  of  Medicine, 
says,  "  Of  the  two  medical  sects  discoursed  of  in  this  paper, 
HomcEopathists  and  AUopathists,  we  are  well  convinced  that  the 
latter  will  survive,"  &c.  Allopathic  literature  teems  with  the  use 
of  this  term  as  expressive  of  the  self-styled  regulars,  and  yet  Dr. 
Allen  and  his  colleagues  ignore  it ! 

Before  proceeding,  allow  me  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Court 
to  the  term  "  regular."  Some  Allopathic  writers  scout  it,  just  as 
Dr.  Allen  scouts  the  designation  AUopathist.  Call  them  what  you 
like,  they  squirm.  The  truth  is  their  cuticle  is  so  very  sensitive 
they  have  to  be  handled  with  the  utmost  tenderness. 

But  to  proceed.  "  It  is  impossible  for  a  HomoBopathic  physician 
to  be  an  educated  man,  or  an  educated  man  to  be  a  Homoeopathic 
physician,"  says  Dr.  Allen.  And  why  so,  Dr.  Allen?  Nearly 
all  of  the  elder  part  of  our  branch  of  the  profession  have  Diplo- 
mas from  Allopathic  Schools,  testifying  to  our  being  educated 
men — ^if  we  were  educated  men  twenty  or  thirty  years  ago,  and 
have  been  diligent  in  our  studies  ever  since,  have  we  become  %in- 
eclucated  men,  because  we  believe  that  "  like  cures  like,"  or  that 
an  infinitesimal  dose  will  cure  disease  ?  Does  the  addition  of 
Homoeopathic  reading  to  Allopathic,  dilute  or  neutralize  or  destroy 
Allopathic  learning?  When  Dr.  Brainard  was  delving  into  Hom- 
GGopathic  lore,  was  his  AUoi^athic  lore  running  out  at  the  same 
time  ?     Oh  !  Dr.  Allen  you  never  could  mean  that ! 

But  it  is  "  impossible  for  an  educated  man  to  be  honestly  a 
Homoeopathic  physician."  To  prove  to  the  contrary,  it  is  not 
necessary  to  prove  that  Homoeopathy  is  true,  nay,  we  may  admit 
for  the  time  being  that  it  is  false.  Do  educated  men  never  honestly 
believe  that  which  is  false  ?  Then  there  never  has  been  an  edu- 
cated man  in  the  world,  who  is  honest,  and  that  is  not  the  worst  of 
it— there  never  will  be.  Did  not  our  forefathers  believe — even 
fifty  years  ago,  many  things  which  we  now  know  to  be  false,  and 
some  of  them,  it  is  to  be  hoped  v\^ere  both  honest  and  educated? 
And  it  is  conceivable,  at  least,  chat  a  man  as  well  educated  and 

*I  quote  from  Dr.  Marcy's  work,  and  hence  cannot  gire  the  page  in  Dr.  Hooket's. 
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honest  as  Dr.  Allen,  may  believe  something  to-day  which  fifty 
years  hence  may  be  seen  to  be  the  most  arrant  nonsense.  The 
supposition  may  savor  of  disrespect,  but  none  is  intended.  A 
volume  might  be  filled  with  instances  to  this  point,  a  most  sad  and 
'Curious  volume  it  would  be  ;  an  instance  or  two  must  suffice. 

Sydenham  was  an  educated  and  honest  man  without  doubt.  At 
all  events,  Dr.  Allen  will  not  deny  it,  and  we  shall  not ;  now  see 
what  notions  he  entertained ;  flourishing  as  he  did  in  the  seven- 
teenth century :  (for  this  I  am  indebted  to  Dr.  Marcy's  work 
again,)  '^Pleurisy,"  he  says,  "consists  of  a  preternatural  fermen- 
tation of  the  blood  extravasated ;  in  w^hich  fermentation,  the  sharp 
particles  do  by  then- points  or  acrimony,  vellicate  the  membraceous 
parts,  and  being  intimately  fixed  in  the  nervous  fibres,  they  wake 
a  concussion  therein,  which,  because  it  is  continued  to  the  origina- 
tion of  the  nerveSj  a  sad  sensation  or  pain  does  arrive,  vv^hich 
is  various,  dull,  pungent,  rending,  throbbing,  distending,  corroding, 
&c.,  according  to  the  nature  of  the  part  affected,  quality  of  the 
spirits,  and  concurrent  particles  of  the  blood  and  humors." 

There,  Dr.  Allen,  what  do  you  think  of  that.  Sir  ?  Can't  a 
man  be  honest  and  educated  and  believe  nonsense  ?  i^ow  let  us 
see  what  the  treatment  was,  which  may  throw  further  light  upon 
the  subject.  He  says  :  *' Bleed  on  the  affected  side  three  or  four 
times,  and  take  away  ten  ounces  of  blood,  the  juice  expressed  out 
of  horse-dung^  with  water  drawn  from  ox^  calves^  sheep,  or  hog's 
blood  is  commended  as  an  excellent  thing,  because  it  imbibes  the 
pleuritic  acid.  Hehnont  rejects  bleeding  as  an  accursed  remedy; 
because  a  pleurisy  cured  by  bleeding  often  leaves  a  consumption 
behind  it  %  and  that  they  who  use  bleeding  much,  do  often  fall  into 
this  disease.  He  commends  powder  of  stag''s  tails,  which  may  be 
drank  to  a  drachm  at  a  time ;  so  also  goat's  blood,  taken  liquid 
and  warm,  or  dried  and  given  in  powder,  to  a  drachm  or  more. 
Powder  of  bull's  tails  is  also  good,  and  of  a  boar's  tooth.  Or, 
take  powder  of  goat's  blood,  and  of  stag's  tail,  of  each  one  scru- 
ple ;  red  poppy-water,  an  ounce  and  a  half,  mix  for  a  dose ;  or, 
take  flowers  of  red  poppies,  and  of  daisies,  leaves  of  wild  chicory, 
of  each  a  handful ;  horse-dung,  an  ounce  and  a  half;  boil  in  barley 
water  a  sufficient  quantity,  strain  and  sweeten  with  syrup  of  red 
poppies ;  of  which  let  the«sick  take  a  draught  now  and  then." 

Granting  then  that  Sydenham  was  an  honest  and  educated  man, 
say,  O !  Cfesar,  may  not  an  honest  and  educated  man  believe 
nonsense. 
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But  Dr.  Allen  may  reply  "  that  is  nothing  to  the  case  in  hand ;  at 
the  present  time  such  views  are  discarded,  and  I  was  only  speak- 
ing of  lionest  and  educated  men  at  the  present  time."  Very  true, 
but  does  Dr.  Allen  assume  that  knowledge  has  reached  its  highest 
perfection  with  him  or  his  school — ^that  what  he  holds  to-day — 
honest  and  educated  as  he  is — may  not  be  held  an  absurdity  to- 
morrow ?  Will  he  engage  to  maintain  all  the  medical  views  which 
he  held  twenty,  or  even  ten,  years  ago  ?  If  not,  then  neither  his 
education  nor  his  honesty  prevented  him  from  believing  what  was 
untrue,  perhaps  absurd,  and  however  hard  he  may  strive  to  keep 
up  with  the  times,  it  will  be  a  marvel  if,  before  he  gets  into  his 
grave,  he  does  not  hear  some  of  his  grand- children  say,  "  What  an 
old  fogy,  Grandpa  is  !" 

The  Dr.  adds,  that  there  is  no  Homoeopathist  in  whom  he  has 
any  respect  as  a  Doctor.  Perhaps  if  Mr.  Fowler  were  to  examine 
the  Dr.'s  head  he  would  find  the  organ  of  "  veneration"  left  out. 
But  surely  that  is  not  our  fault. 

Fmally,  Dr.  Allen  "  is  not  personally  acquainted  with  any  who 
are  graduates  of  any  of  our  colleges;  there  maybe,  just  as  there 
are  backsliders  in  all  churches."  "Every  simile  limps,"  says  the 
old  proverb,  but  this  one  has  got  a  shocking  hitch  in  its  gait— one 
w^ould  think  that  the  Dr.  was  not  familiar  with  the  medical  schools, 
or  the  churches — one  or  the  other.  In  the  churches,  there  is  a  rule 
of  faith  and  practice  clearly  defined— reducible  to  words :  those 
who  are  admitted  to  the  fellowship  of  any  church,  have  to  abide 
by  that  rule — perhaps  the  Dr.  did  not  know  that-— and  when  they 
depart  from  it,  they  are  cast  out,  which  is  all  very  fair  and  proper, 
but  where  is  the  rule  of  faith  and  practice  of  the  Allopathic  Col- 
lestes?  Who  ever  saw  it?  Who  ever  heard  of  it?  None  was 
laid  down  in  my  Alma  Mater,  and  I  have  sought  in  vain  for  any 
standard  of  Allopathic  propriety.  I  have  discovered  one  tie  which 
binds  some  Allopathists  together — -the  vigorous  damning  of  quacks 
-—'but  we  can  not  conform  to  that,  as  the  most  of  us  do  not  swear.. 

But  Dr.  Johnson  comes  in  now  and  affirms  all  which  Dr.  Allen 
has  said.  His  definition  of  "  physician,"  however,  is  a  shade  dif- 
ferent from  that  of  Dr*  Allen's,  and  deserves  a  moment's  attention, 
"Physicians  are  those,"  according  to  the  Dr.,  "who  devote  them 
selves  to  the  structure  and  actions  of  the  human  body  in  a  state 
of  health  or  disease,  and  to  the  treatment  of  disease  by  the  honest 
use  of  all  those  modes  and  means  that  experience  and  observation 
have  shown  to  be  most  useful."     Now,  that  may  be  admitted  as  a 
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pretty  good  definition — if  it  contents  the  Dr.  we  shall  not  quarrel 
about  it — ^the  first  part  does  not  exclude  Homceopathists,  for  the 
Dr. — ^it  is  hoped — does  not  mean  to  assert  tliat  a  man  who  believes 
that  "like  cm-es  like"  cannot  study  "the  structure  and  actions  of 
the  human  body  in  a  state  of  health  and  disease ;"  if  he  does,  he 
cannot  prove  it,  and  while  he  is  trpng  to,  we  may  proceed  to  say, 
that  while  the  first  part  of  his  definition  does  not  exclude  Homoe- 
opathic physicians,  the  latter  does  not  include  Allopathic.  While 
the  Allopathists  cannot  be  described  by  those  terms  at  all,  they 
constitute  a  very  photograph  of  Homceopathists — we  devote  our- 
selves "to  the  treatment  of  disease  by  the  honest  use  of  all  those 
modes  and  means  that  experience  and  observation  have  shown  to 
be  the  most  useful."  You  cannot  get  inside  of  that  enclosure,  L-r., 
any  more  than  a  Homceopathist  in  fall  feather,  can  get  a  hearing 
at  the  Examining  Board  of  which  you  are  President.  You  make 
an  "  honest  use  of  all  the  means  which  experience  and  observation 
have  shown  to  be  most  useful !"  Where  is  the  Allopathist  who 
knows  anything  about  the  Homoeopathic  Materia  Medica  or  of  the 
record  of  our  cures  ?  It  is  easy  to  flout  them  all,  as  absurdities, 
but  not  so  easy  to  show  that  the  use  of  none  of  them  is  warranted 
by  "  experience  and  observation."  Many  of  them  hav|>been  used 
for  years  by  men  every  way  your  equal,  and  yet  they  are  as  much 
hidden  from  the  mass  of  Allopathists  as  if  they  had  been  ^Titten 
in  Greek.  Are  Allopathists  always  successful?  Do  none  of  then- 
patients  ever  die  of  diseases  which  are  deemed  curable  ?  Do  they 
never  give  patients  up  to  die  and  find  that  they  have  been  cured 
by  some  Homoeopathic  physician  ?  If  these  thmgs  are  so— ^and 
they  are  well-known  facts — may  it  not  be  that  Allopathists  do  not 
make  an  honest  use  of  all  the  means  which  experience  and  obser- 
vation have  shown  to  be  most  useful — is  it  not  sure  that  they  do 
not,  and  hence  by  their  own  showing,  they  are  not  entitled  to  the 
appellation  of  "  Physician?"  I  will  venture  fmther  than  that,  and 
assert  that  Allopathists,  with  a  few  rare  exceptions,  dare  not  use 
'  Homoeopathic  remedies  except  clandestinely — would  not  dare  do 
it,  if  they  knew  their  patients'  lives  depended  upon  it — they  would 
be  cast  out.  of  the  Medical  Society  forsooth,  and  Dr.  Somebody 
would  call  them  quacks. 

But  it  may  be  alleged,  that  this  is  all  assertion,  and  not  sup- 
ported by  facts.  It  is  easy,  however,  to  produce  abundance  of 
facts,  to  show  that  experience  and  observation  demonstrate  the 
eificacy  of  Homoeopathic  remedies.     A  volume  might  be  filled  with 
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them.  I  will  adduce  but  one  and  in  brief;  those  who  v/ish  to  see 
the  matter  treated  more  at  lenojth  are  referred  to  the  paper  of  Sir 
John  Forbes  already  cited.  He  is  speaking  of  the  success  of  Dr. 
Fleischniann,  a  Homceopathist,  in  the  Jlospital  of  the  Sisters  of 
Charity  at  Vienna,  and  says,  (p.  26,)  : 

"  Dr  Fleischmann  is  a  regular,  well-educated  physician,  as  capa- 
ble of  forming  a  true  diagnosis  as  other  practitioners,  and  he  is 
considered,  by  those  who  know  him,  as  a  man  of  honor  and  re- 
spectability, and  incapable  of  attesting  a  falsehood.  "  *  No 
candid  physician  looking  at  the  original  report,  or  at  the  small  part 
of  it  which  we  have  extracted,  will  hesitate  to  acknowledge  that 
the  results  there  set  forth,  would  have  been  considered  by  him  sat- 
isfactory, if  they  had  occurred  in  his  own  practice.  *  *  * 
But  the  result  presented  to  us  in  the  severer  internal  inflamma- 
tions, are  certainly  not  such  as  most  practical  physicians  Avould 
have  expected  to  be  obtained  under  the  exclusive  administration 
of  a  thousandth,  a  millionth,  or  a  billionth  part  of  a  grain  of  phos- 
phorus every  two,  three  or  four  hours.  It  Vf  ould  be  very  unreason- 
able to  suppose  that  out  of  300  cases  of  pneumonia,  224  cases 
of  pleurisy ,^nd  105  cases  of  peritonitis,  (in  all  629  cases)  spread 
over  a  perMd  of  eight  years,  all  the  cases,  except  the  fatal  ones, 
(27  in  number),  were  slight  ones,  and  such  as  would  have  seemed 
to  us  hardly  requiring  treatment  of  any  kind.  In  fact,  according 
to  all  experience,  such  could  not  be  the  case.  But,  independently 
of  this  a  priori  argument,  we  have  sufficient  evidence  to  prove 
that  many  of  the  cases  of  pneumonia,  at  least,  were  severe  cases. 
A  few  of  these  cases  are  reported  in  detail  by  Dr.  F.  himself,  and 
we  have  ourselves  had  the  statement  corroborated  by  the  private 
testimony  of  a  physician  (not  a  Homceopathist)  who  attended  Dr. 
F.'s  ward  for  three  months.  This  gentleman  watched  the  course  of 
several  cases  of  pneumonia,  and  traced  their  progress  by  physical 
signs,  through  the  different  stages  of  congestion,  hepatization  and 
resolution,  up  to  a  perfect  cure,  within  a  period  of  time  which 
would  have  appeared  short  under  the  most  energetic  treatment  of* 
Allopathy." 

Is  the  use  of  Phosphorus  in  minute  doses  warranted  by  experi- 
ence and  observation.  Dr.  Johnson  ?  If  so,  did  you  ever  use  it  ? 
If  you  never  did,  must  not  that  "  all"  be  abated  somewhat  i 

DK.  W.  C.  HUNT. 

"  My  name  is  Wm.  C.  Hunt — ^physician  and  surgeon ;  reside  in 
Chicago;  I  know  Dr.  J.  W.  Freer;  have  known  him  14  years; 
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his  standing  in  this  community  as  a  physician,  surgeon,  and  teacher 
is,  I  think,  among  the  best :  I  office  with  him  now,  and  have  about 
six  years. 

"I  have  been  present  when  applicants  applied  to  Dr.  Freer  who 
had  been  under  the  care  of  Homoeopathic  physicians  ;  I  know  of 
no  instance  where  his  treatment  of  them  was  not  courteous.  I  have 
heard  him  say  of  Homceopathic  physicians  *  *  ^ ^  that  he  re- 
garded them  as  mountebanks,  and  charlatans,  and  impostors ;  I 
have  heard  him  say  that  they  were  no  better  than  thieves,  but  I 
never  heard  him  say  this  in  the  presence  of  their  patients.  This 
was  in  conversation  with  me ;  can't  say  if  he  ever  said  this  in 
presence  of  others  ;  he  used  this  language  to  me  several  times." 

"  Did  vou  ever  hear  him  say  that  Dr.  Small  was  a  damned  old 
thief?"  ' 

"  I  don't  think  I  ever  did — not  in  those  words  ;  I  would  not  like 
to  say  that  I  had  ever  heard  him  say  that  of  any  of  them;  I  have 
heard  him  mention  Dr.  Small,  but  can't  tell  the  conversation  ;  I 
have  heard  him  mention  Dr.  Cooke  in  the  same  way — shghtingiy  of 
course  ;  I  have  heard  him  mention  Dr.  Ludlam  in  the  same  way, 
and  all  the  Homoeopathic  physicians  that  ever  had  any  name  here, 
whose  names  were  brought  before  us." 

Dr.  Hunt's  testimony  shows  that  Dr.  Freer  uses  vigorous  lan- 
guage. Whether  we  are  mountebanks,  charlatans,  impostors, 
thieves,  I  shall  not  argue.     If  we  are,  arguing  will  not  mend  our 

characters,  and  if  we  are  not.  Dr.  Freer  is  a pardon  me,  I  had 

almost  forgotten  that  I  had  appealed  to  Csesar,  and  was  about  to 
pronounce  sentence  myself — let  Csesar  decide. 

Dr.  Hunt's  testimony  is  rather  peculiar,  certainly.  He  never 
heard  Dr.  Freer  call  Dr.  Small  •'  a  damned  old  thief— ^;^  those 
words,'''' — in  what  words  then  did  Dr.  Freer  express  Dr.  Small's 
occupation  ?  Some  new  discovery  in  rhetoric  lurks  in  the  breast  of 
the  Dr.  most  surely — some  magic  formula,  by  which  Dr.  Freer  can 
call  a  man  "  a  damned  old  thief  "  without  using  those  words  at  all. 

Dr.  Hunt  adds,  "  I  would  not  like  to  say  that  I  had  ever  heard  him 
say  that  of  any  of  them."  Truthful  to  the  last  degree  !  Of  course 
he  would  not  like  to  say  it.  Dr.  Freer  and  he  were  room-mates — to 
give  such  testimony  would  be  unpleasant — no  doubt  of  it — but 
how  very  pleasant,  and  how  very  easy  withal,  would  it  have  been 
for  Dr.  Hunt  to  have  said,  "  Dr.  Freer  never  used  such  an  ex- 
jDression  in  my  presence,  nor  any  thing  like  it."  Why  did  he  not 
thus  testify  ? 

DR.  FREER. 

Dr.  Freer,  the  respondent,  here  admits,  for  the  purpose  of  saving 
time,  that  he  has  the  strongest  contempt  for  the  Homoeopathic  Ira- 
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ternity  that  words  can  express,  and  waives  all  favtlier  proof 
thereof,  and  that  the  fact  that  he  entertains  such  opinions  is  well 
known. 

Dr.  Freer  tells  the  truth  here,  no  doubt,  and  makes  a  clean 
breast  of  it.  The  question  arises,  however,  whether  a  contempt 
a  trifle  less  than  the  'strongest'  would  not  enable  him  to  dis- 
charge all  the  duties  required  of  him  by  the  Secretary  of  War, 
just  as  well  as  the  double  distilled  fourth  proof  article  of  which 
the  Dr.  has  such  a  quantity.  The  Articles  of  War  bearing  upon 
the  case  are  not  familiar  to  me,  and  I  am  unable  to  decide.  One 
thing  is  very  sure,  however.  Those  bringing  Dr.  Freer  certifi- 
cates of  disability,  from  Homoeopathic  physicians,  will  be  received 
with  the  utmost  courtesy  and  urbanity.  No  doubt  the  blandness 
and  suavity  of  his  manner  has  often  surprised  such  applicants. 
And  how  impartially  will  he  weigh  the  testimony  of  those  for 
whom  he  has  "  the  strongest  contempt  that  words  can  express  !  " 
What  could  be  clearer  ? 

And  here  perhaps  may  be  as  good  a  place  as  any,  to  suggest 
the  inquiry,  "  Whence  this  excessive  measure  of  contempt  ?  "  Is 
it  conceivable  that  any  man  in  his  senses  can  entertain  "  the  strong- 
est contempt,  that  words  can  express,"  for  another,  merely  on  a 
difference  of  opinion  ?  The  truths  of  mathematics  are  perhaps  as 
palpable  as  any,  but  would  a  man  who  denied  any  or  all  of  them 
be  an  object  of  contempt  ?  Could  we  despise  a  man,  as  a  man, 
who  doubted  that  a  square,  erected  upon  the  hypothenuse  of  a 
right  angled  triangle,  was  equal  to  the  square  erected  upon  the 
two  other  sides  ?  If  not,  much  less  can  a  man  in  his  senses  des- 
pise one  who  differs  with  him  on  questions  which  admit  of  debate. 

Is  it  because  we  are  more  addicted  to  intoxicating  drinks,  or 
profanity,  or  slander,  or  backbiting,  or  any  other  evil  practice, 
than  our  Allopathic  neighbors  ?  Were  this  true,  we  should  be 
worthy  of  contempt,  if  we  did  not  sink  below  it;  but  would  the 
most  rabid  AUopathist  venture  to  make  that  assertion  ? 

In  contemplating  this  subject,  f  am  lost  in  a  maze,  but  will 
venture  one  more  conjecture.  Is  it  because  we  do  not  wear  the 
collar  of  the  Cook  Co.  Medical  Society  ?  This  seems  the  most 
plausible  of  all.  I  read  of  a  dog  once,  who  prided  himself  on  his 
master's  collar,  and  despised  all  coUarless  animals,  with  the 
"  strongest  contempt  that  Words  could  express,"  but  a  sly  old  fox 
suggested  to  him,  that  what  he  considered  an  ornament,  was  a 
badge  of  servitude  and  a  matter  of  humiliation,  rather  than  pride. 
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Perhaps  l  have  hit  it  now.     If  so,  I  can  only  say,  the  contenij^t  of 
the  Allopathists  sits  more  lightly  on  us  than  their  collar  would. 

DE.    BRAINAED. 

"  Physicians  do  not  maintain  any  professional  relations  with 
Homa3opaLhic  Doctors. 

Physicians  never  consult  with  Homoeopathic  Doctors,  unless 
they  violate  the  rules  of  the  profession.  It  is  a  rule  of  the  profes- 
sion not  to  consult  with  Homoeopathic  Doctors.  There  is  a  writ- 
ten rule  that  the  profession  shall  not  consult  with  quacks.  That 
is  the  rule  to  which  I  refer,  when  I  say,  it  is  the  rule  of  the  pro- 
fession not  to  consult  with  Homoeopathic  Doctors." 

''Am  I  to  understand  you  then  as  holding  that  all  Homoeopathic 
Doctors  are  necessarily  quacks  ?  " 

"  Yes.  By  quack,  I  mean  a  man  who  holds  himself  out  to  the 
public,  as  curing  disease  by  some  special  system  of  medicine, 
different  from  what  is  used  by  others.  I  never  consult  with  Ho- 
moeopathic Drs.  if  I  know  them  to  be  such.  I  have  taken  pains 
to  acquaint  myself  with  the  theory  and  j^ractice  of  the  Homoeo- 
patliists.  I  have  read  some  of  their  standard  works  on  the  sub- 
ject. I  condemn  the  principle  on  which  it  is  founded  :  siinilia 
shnilibus  curantur ;  and  the  use  of  medicines  in  iniinitesimal  doses. 
I  never  in  my  practice  adopted  their  mode  of  treatment,  except 
so  far  as  it  may  be  embraced  in  the  doctrines  of  the  profession." 

"How  then  can  you  condemn  without  having  tried  it?  " 

"  Because  the  principle  on  which  it  is  founded,  is  contrary  to 
my  knowledge  of  the  action  of  medicines,  in  many  cases,  and  be- 
cause administering  medicines  in  infinitesimal  doses  is  absurd, 
and  because  it  has  been  tested  on  a  large  scale  by  physicians  of 
hospitals  of  eminence."      ******* 

"  In  determining  whether  any  applicant  had  any  of  these  dis- 
eases (reference  having  been  made  by  counsel,  to  Regulation  List) 
would  there  be  anv  difference  between  vour  school  and  the  Hom- 
ODopathic  school  ?  " 

"  I  think  one  of  my  school  would  be  more  competent  than  one 
who  had  simply  studied  Homoeopathy." 

"  If  instead  of  simply  studying  Homoeopathy,  he  had  grad- 
uated at  one  of  your  own  Colleges,  would  there  be  any  differ- 
ence ?  " 

"  I  think  there  would.  If  he  had  studied  medicine  so  as  to  be- 
come well  informed  in  it  and  then  practiced  Homoeopathy,  I  should 
think  he  was  not  an  honest  man,  and  therefore  not  to  be  trusted." 

The  Dr.  had  probably  heard  Dr.  Allen's  testimony,  and  got  his 
cue  from  him — or  had  they  both  drank  at  the  same  fountain  ?  It 
is  more  than  I  can  say — the  taking  to  themselves  the  title  of  phy- 
sicians, and  giving  us  tliat  of  Doctor,  is  new  to  me — quite  satis- 
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factory  to  our  side  of  the  house,  however ;  and  surely  to  call 
many  AUopathists  '  Doctors,'  would  be  a  misnomer ;  for  '  Doctor,' 
means  a  'learned  man,'  as  Dr.  Allen  says.  Well  now,  Dr.  Brainard 
refuses  to  consult  with  HomoBopathic  learned  men — why  ? — he- 
cause  there  is  a  rule  forbidding  him  to  consult  with  quacks,  and 
Homoeopathic  learned  men  are  quacks.  How  queer  it  sounds, 
when  you  come  to  write  it  out  in  plain  every  day  language  !  one 
would  get  confused  after  awhile  in  dealing  with  such  expressions; 
but  there  are  many  things  in  Allopathic  science  which  are  n.^t 
very  clear. 

In  this  connection  reference  may  be  again  made  to  Dr.  Hook- 
er's book.  He  certainly  can  never  be  accused  of  any  leaning  to- 
wards Homoeopathy ;  but  if  what  he  says  is  half  true,  the  qua3ks 
are  not  all  in  our  ranks ;  and  if  Dr.  B.  never  consults  with  quacks, 
he  must  make  his  selection  of  those  proper  to  be  consulted,  f-om 
a  very  narrow  range.  The  Allopathic  rule  for  the  detection  of 
quacks  must  be  curious.  Pity  it  could  not  be  j)ublished.  Hear 
him: 

"It  must  be  obvious,'  he  says,  "to  my  readers,  that  a  reform 
is  needed  in  the  medical  profession,  to  enable  it  to  exert  any  com- 
manding influence  in  the  removal  of  em23iricism.*  Not  only  is 
its  dignity  impaired,  but  its  energies  are  crippled,  in  all  its  Iionest 
endeavors  for  this  object,  by  the  extent  to  which  that  spirit,  that 
I  have  described,  prevails  among  its  members.  It  is  not  confined 
to  a  few  of  the  ignorant  and  grossly  unprincipled,  who  have  sto- 
len into  our  ranks ;  but  it  is  seen  to  a  greater  or  less  degree  even 
in  some  who  occupy  stations  of  power  and  influence,  and  in  quite 
a  large  portion  of  the  common  mass  of  practitioners.  This  may 
be  considered  by  some,  too  strong  a  charge  to  bring  against  so 
noble  a  profession ;  but  my  owm  observation,  and  that  of  other 
physicians  from  different  parts  of  the  country,  prove  it  to  be  a 
true  charge.     Let  the  profession  then  be  purged." 

By  "the  profession,"  Dr.  H.  means  as  Dr.  Brainard  does,  the 
Allopathic  part  of  it.  ISTo  objection  can  be  raised  to  the  treat- 
ment, if  agreeable  to  the  parties  concerned.  It  might  do  them 
good.  According  to  Dr.  H.,  it  could  hardly  make  them  worse 
than  they  are.  I  submit,  if  members  of  such  a  profession  might 
not  with  propriety  be  a  little  cautious  about  calling  others 
"  quacks  !  "  Perhaps,  however,  if  Dr.  Hooker's  prescription  were 
followed  pretty  briskly,  it  might  make  them  a  trifle  better  natured, 
or  at  least,  a  little  less  virulent.  If  so,  we  should  concur,  by  all 
means,  in  Dr  Hooker's  mandate,  "Let  the  profession  be  purged," 


*  That  is,  in  plain  English,  quackery. 
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at  the  same  time  calling  the  attention  of  the  court  to  the  fact  that 
such  wholesale  prescribing  is  an  Allopathic,  and  not  a  Homoeo- 
pathic custom,  and  that  it  was  an  Allopathist,  and  not  a  Homoeo- 
pathist,  who  is  said  to  have  ordered  his  clerk,  in  the  Hospital,  to 
"Bleed  ward  ^o.  1,  to-day,  puke  No.  2,  purge  No.  3,  &c. 

Dr.  Brainard  is  bound  by  a  rule,  he  say%  and  all  his  school  by 
the  same.  That  makes  it  clear  why  they  call  themselves  Rerjidar 
Physicians.  Regular  is  derived  from  the  Latin  Regula^  a  rule, 
hence  the  adjective  means  that  which  pertains  to,  or  is  governed 
by  a  rule.  And  here  the  rule  is : — ^but "  the  profession,"  as  Dr. 
B.  styles  his  side  ot  the  house,  is  welcome  to  all  the  credit  de- 
rived from  being  governed  by  such  a  rule.  Homoeopathic  physi- 
cians are  trammeled  by  no  such  clogs — they  can  go  to  the  bed- 
side of  the  patient  in  the  fear  of  God,  and  their  own  consciences, 
for  there  is  no  medical  society  to  crack  a  lash  over  them,  and 
tell  them  what  they  shall  give,  and  how  ;  or  whose  counsel  they 
may  seek.  Threaten  one  of  them  with  somebody's  displeasure, 
if  they  do  so  and  so,  and  you  will  get  your  ansv/er  very  quickly. 
We  call  no  man  master.     In  that  sense  we  are  not  and  never  will 

be  Kegular. 
But  the  Dr.  says  that  Homoeopathic  learned  men  are  necessarily 

quacks — they  cant  help  it — they  must  be  whether  they  will  or  no, 
and  now  see  how  clear  he  makes  it.  By  a  quack  he  means  "  a 
man  who  holds  himself  out  to  the  public  as  curing  disease  by  some 
sjDecial  system  of  medicine,  different  from  what  is  used  by  others." 
That  is,  he  must  conform.  Now,  Nebuchadnezzer,  the  king,  was 
of  that  turn  of  mind  too — ^he  made  a  great  image  of  gold,  and 
commanded  everybody  to  fall  down  and  worship  it,  or  be  cast  into 
the  burning  fiery  furnace — ^his.  conduct  was  not  commended,  but 
surely  it  was  sensible  in  some  points ;  when  he  commanded  the 
people  to  fall  down  and  worship  an  image,  the  image  was  there 
which  he  required  them  to  worship, but  these  Regulars  say,  all  are 
quacks  unless  they  conform  to — what?  Dr.  Bi-r/uiard  cannot  for 
his  life  draw  up  a  system  of  medicine — a  system  of  Theory  and 
Practice  and  get  all  the  physicians  of  this  city — the  Regulars,  I 
mean — to  conform,  or  even  subscribe,  to  it.  Everybody  knows 
this — the  Regulars  are  at  swords'  points  about  both  Theory  and 
Practice — one  Avill  tell  you  to  bleed,  give  calomel,  and  starve,  in 
treatment  of  inflammation,  another  will  tell  you,  that  to  bleed  and 
give  calomel  is  worse  than  useless,  and  you  must  feed  such  cases 
instead  of  starving  them.  I  submit  wliether  it  is  right  to  require 
us  to  conform,  when  there  is  no  standard  of  conformity  set  up. 
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But  we  must  not  use  a  "  a  special  system  different  from  wliat  is 
used  by  others,"  we  are  told.  Suppose,  now,  that  all  the  Regulars 
were  united  in  Theory  and  Practice,  as  fully  agreed  as  mathema- 
ticians are  about  any  problem  in  Euclid,  would  it  follow  that  they 
were  right,  and  that  those  who  differed  from  them  were  wrong, 
and  that  if  wrong  they  were  quacks  ?  Are  majorities  always 
right?  Are  minorities  always  wrong?  Should  Homoeopathic 
physicians  become  more  numerous  than  the  Allopathists,  would  the 
latter  then  become  quacks? 

Or  does  Dr.  B.  mean  to  lay  stress  upon  the  fact  that  we  have  a 
system — a  law,  viz :  "  like  cures  like,"  while  he  admits  of  none, 
and  does  the  essence  of  quackery  lie  here  ?  This  has  been  alleged 
by  some,  that  we  had  no  right  to  have  any  system.  But  does  it 
argue  ignorance  or  imposition — which  it  seems  to  me,  under  favor, 
are  the  main  elements  of  quackery ;  does  it  argue  ignorance  or 
imposition,  to  attempt  to  do  anything  systematically?  Is  the 
mariner  trusted  with  lives  and  property  who  essays  to  cross  the 
ocean  with  a  lofty  indifference  to  chart  and  compass  ?  And  can 
the  Doctor,  or  "  learned  man,"  who  essays  to  cure  diseases  in  con- 
formity to  a  well  established  law  be  called  a  quack  ?  Our  system 
is  published  to  the  world — our  modes  of  preparing  and  adminis- 
tering our  remedies,  and  everything  connected  with  the  Homa3o- 
pathic  treatment,  is  published  to  the  world.  What  of  quackery  is 
there  in  that  ? 

But  Dr.  B.  has  "  read  some  of  the  standard  works,"  and  condemns 
the  principle,  "  like  cures  like."  Is  then  everything  quackery  which 
you  condemn.  Dr.  B.  ?  Must  it  be  ?  Then  every  man  who  dis- 
agrees with  you  on  medical  points  is  a  quack.  Would  you  like  to 
assert  that  at  a  meeting  of  the  Cook  Co.  Medical  Society? 

Now  as  to  the  principle,  "  like  cures  like,"  instances  enough  can 
be  produced  from  writings  of  your  own  school  to  substantiate  it 
fully.     I  beg  leave  to  subjoin  a  few. 

Pereira  will  tell  you  on  one  page  that  "  the  dust  of  Ipecac,  *  * 
irritates  the  respiratory  passages,  and  in  some  persons  brings  on 
difficulty  of  breathing,  similar  to  an  attack  of  spasmodic  asthma,'^'' 
and  then,  on  the  next  page  but  one,  says,  "  Its  specific  power  over 
the  pulmonary  organs  leads  us  to  prefer  it  ^-  ^*  ^  especially 
in  those  affections  in  which  the  nerves  appear  to  be  more  than  or- 
dinarily involved  as  spasmodic  asthma.  Vol.  4,  j)p.  G23,  625. 
That  it  does  not  relieve  by  its  emetic  property  is  evident,  for  "  Dr. 
Akenside  has  shown  that  it  proves  equally  serviceable  even  where 
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it  fails  to  occasion  vomitiug,  and  merely  produces  nausea."  Fur- 
ther down  on  the  same  page,  Dr.  Pereira  says,  "in  asthma,  benefit 
is  obtained  by  it,  not  only  when  given  so  as  to  occasion  nausea  and 
vomiting,  as  above  noted,  but  also  in  small  and  repeated  doses," 
What  a  decided  squint  that  is  towards  Homoeopathy  !  Observe 
the  connection.  Ipecac  produces  spasmodic  asthma — Ipecac  is  use- 
ful in  the  treatment  of  asthma  but  may  be  given  in  small  doses. 
But  if  you  condemn  this  prmciple,  all  of  yom*  school  does  not. 
Sir  John  Forbes  does  not  See  how  he  puts  it,  in  his  article  pre- 
viously referred  to. 

"  Many  persons  deny  the  truth  of  the  Homoeopathic  therapeutics, 
on  the  mere  ground  of  the  extreme  improbabilitiy  of  the  theory 
of  disease  adopted  by  the  Homceopathists.  We  do  not  admit  the 
validity  of  this  objection.  At  least,  this  is  as  good  and  rational  a 
theory  as  most  of  our  orthodox  medical  theories,  and,  indeed  it  is 
supported  by  several  strong  analogies  afforded  both  by  pathology 
and  (Allopathic)  therapeutics." 

Did  you  ever  read  that.  Dr.  B.,  when  you  were  investigating 
Homoeopathy  ?  Dr.  Sir  John  Forbes  is  no  friend  to  Homoeopathy, 
but  he  thinks  our  theory  quite  as  good  as  most  of  the  orthodox 
theories.     Perhaps  we  are  not  quacks  after  all. 

In  this  connection  the  following  extract  from  an  article  on  Te- 
tanus, in  the  Cyclopaedia  of  Practical  Medicine,  (Allopathic,)  is 
worthy  of  attention.  The  writer.  Dr.  J.  A.  Symonds,  after  stating 
that  he  quite  "  coincides  "  with  Mr.  Morgan,  "in  the  opinion  that 
it  is  incumbent  upon  us  to  look  about  for  new  remedies,  in  the 

treatment  of  this  disease,  since  the  old  ones  have  all  failed,"  pro- 
ceeds thus  : 

"  Upon  this  ground,  we  are  disposed  to  suggest  a  trial  of 
Strychnia;  not  that  we  have  become  followers  of  Hahnemann, 
but  it  is  a  simple  and  itndeniable  fact^  that  disorders  are  occa- 
sionally removed  by  remedies  which  have  the  po  ver  of  producing 
similar  affections." 

In  Wood's  Practice — another  Allopathic  work,  we  read  as 
follows  :  speaking  of  Cholera  Morbus,  (p.  649,)  he  says: 

"  There  may  be  great  difficulty  in  distinguishing  it  from  the 
effects  of  certain  mineral  poisons."  He  has  seen  "  the  operation 
of  Calomel,  in  some  instances,  so  exactly  like  Cholera  Morbus, 
that  the  most  experienced  eye  could  scarcely  have  distinguished 
the  difference."  Yet,  in  the  treatment  of  Cholera  Morbus,  (p  650) 
he  recommends  Calomel  to  be  given  in  small  doses  :  "  large 
doses  of  this  medicine  are  not  required, — as  experience  has  shown 
that  the  minute  doses,  frequently  repeated,  act  effectually  on  the 
liver,  while  it  is  much  less  liable  to  produce  irritation  of  the 
stomach  and  bowels." 
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This  evidence  might  be  extended  to  a  very  great  length.  Allo- 
pathic writers  abound  in  such  evidence,  as  every  AUopathist,  Avho 
is  a  "  learned  man,"  knows. 

As  regards  infinitesimal  doses,  we  ask  no  one  to  use  them  in 
investigating,  or  even  in  practising  Homeopathy :  give  yoiu'  rem- 
edy in  accordance  with  the  law  that  "  like  cures  like,"  in  wiint 
dose  you  see  proper :  before  you  have  gone  very  far  in  this  expe- 
rience, you  will  diminish  the  dose,  oi*  see  the  propriety  of  the 
custom  in  vogue  in  the  days  of  Cromwell  ^  his  boys,  it  is  said, 
when  they  got  an  enemy  well  in  range,  offered  a  short  prayer  for 
the  passing  soul,  before  ^hey  pulled  the  trigger. 

Here  is  a  sentence  like  a  Chinese  puzzle,  and  I  fear  to  comment 
upon  it,  lest  I  do  the  Dr.  injustice :  *'  I  never  in  my  practice  adopted 
their  mode  of  treatment,  except  so  far  as  it  may  be  embraced  in 
the  doctrines  of  the  profession."  What  a  cordial  embrace  that 
must  have  been — "  the  doctrines  of  the  profession,"  "embracing" 
the  Homoeopathic  "mode  of  treatment," — it  would  be  a  study  for 
Cruikshanks — but  is  quite  beyond  my  conception. 

On  being  asked  how  he  could  condemn,  without  having  tried 
Homoeopathy,  the  Dr.  says : 

1.  "Because  the  principle  is  contrary  to  my  knowledge  of  the 
action  of  medicines,  in  many  cases."  Had  the  Dr.  said  "all  cases" 
he  would  have  made  his  position  stronger,  but  perhaps  not  so 
true,  and  a  regard  for  truth  is  ever  commendable.  Be  that  as  it 
may,  is  your  knowledge  of  the  action  of  medicines  perfect.  Dr. 
B.  ?  So  perfect,  that  nobody  can  know  what  is  unknown  to  you? 
If  not,  there  may  be  some  truths,  which  are  quite  consistent  with 
that  principle.  You  certainly  do  not  know  that  there  are  not, 
unless  you  have  this  perfect  knowledge. 

2.  "  Because  administering  medicines  in  infinitesimal  doses  is 
absurd."  But,  do  you  never  do  things  which  are  absurd,  or  seem 
so  to  others  ?  If  never  before,  I  submit  that  here  is  one,  which 
is  abundantly  absurd;  and  having  done  one  absurd,  thing,  you 
may  surely  do  another,  and  put  infinitesimal  doses  to  a  practical 
test?  I  submit,  if  it  is  not  absurd  to  condemn  on  theoretical 
grounds,  matters  which  can  be  substantiated  or  disproved  by 
experiment  only  ?  Here  are  two  solid  bodies.  I  assure  you  that 
if  you  put  them  together,  you  form  a  liquid — you  deny  it.  I  chal- 
enge  you  to  make  the  experiment— you  say,  "  Oh,  no,  I  have  read 
many  chemical  works,  and  your  statement  is  false."  I  ask  you 
to  come  to  my  laboratory,  and  I  will  do  it  before  your  eyes,  and 
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you  reply,  "  oh,  no,  the  profession  has  made  a  rule  that  does  not 
admit  of  that."     Have  you  never  done  anything  absurd,  Dr.  B.  ? 

But  lastly,  you  say,  "  Homoeopathy  has  been  tested  on  a  large 
scale  by  physicians  of  Hospitals  of  eminence." 

I  remember  to  have  read  of  some  oi  these  trials.  One  was 
AndraPs  famous  trial,  made  more  than  20  years  ago.  At  that  time 
none  of  our  works  had  been  translated  from  the  German.  An- 
dral  was  a  Frenchman,  and  did  not  understand  a  v^^ord  of  Ger- 
man. What  likelihood  that  he  could  make  a  fair  trial !  But  more 
tlian  that,  he  has  since  acknowledged  to  Dr.  Carroll  Dunham,  of 
Xew  York,  that  he  did  not  consider  it  a  fan*  trial,  or  any  test  at 
all.  And  yet,  this  trial  of  AndraPs,  will  be  fiung  in  our  faces,  as  long 
as  there  is  an  Allopathist  with  strength  to  iiing.  It  is  a  marvel  that 
in  his  investigation  of  Homoeopathy,  the  Dr.  never  happened  to 
meet  the  refutation  of  that  falsehood,  that  Andral  gave  Homoeo- 
pathy a  fair  trial.  Here  is  the  account  of  another  trial :  Le 
Moniteui\  (the  official  organ  of  the  French  Government,)  for  Feb. 
1st,  1836,  thus  refers  to  the  distinction  conferred  on  Dr.  Mabit, 
in  consequence  of  his  successful  Homoeopathic  treatment  of  Chol- 
era, at  Bordeaux,  and,  also,  for  having  founded  a  Homoeopathic 
Hospital,  the  results  of  which  were  sufficiently  striking,  to  com- 
mand the  attention  of  the  King  of  the  French : 

"Dr.  Mabit  has  been  created  Knight  of  the  Legion  of  Honor, 
a  recompence  rendered  to  his  devotion  and  exertions,  on  the  ap- 
pearance of  the  Asiatic  Cholera,  as  well  as  to  his  steadfast  zeal, 
and  continued  researches  in  the  interests  of  humanity,  and  to  the 
progress  of  medicine." 

Coming  nearer  home,  I  remember  that  the  State  Hospital  in 
Mississippi,  was  given  entirely  to  the  charge  of  Drs.  Holcombe 
and  Davies,  years  ago,  on  account  of  their  pre-eminent  success,  in 
their  treatment  of  yellow  fever. 

My  memory  is  rather  treacherous,  but  if  it  does  not  deceive  me, 
a  trial  was  made  still  nearer  home.  Indulge  me  for  a  moment, 
while  I  call  up  incidents  of  by-gone  days.  Some  years  ago,  this 
city  of  Chicago  built  a  goodly  Hospital.  The  Allopathists  took 
solid  comfort  in  seeing  its  walls  go  up,  and  when  the  structure 
was  complete,  they  were  more  than  ready  lo  offiir  their  services 
to  the  prospective  inmates.  While  the  matter  was  being  decided 
by  the  city  Fathers,  a  petition  was  introduced,  numerously  signed, 
that  part  of  the  Hospital  aforesaid,  should  be  set  off  for  those 
wishing  Homoeopathic  treatment.  This  seemed  good  to  the  Coun- 
cil, and  they  appointed  a  Homoeopathic  Board  of  Physicians  and 
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Surgeons,  and  an  Allopathic  Board.  Now  here  was  a  prune  chance 
to  test  the  question — no  need  to  go-  back  20  or  30  years,  and  lug 
M.  Andral  over  here  to  testify — the  thing  is  to  be  tried  right  in 
the  fsice  and  eyes  of  this  very  Caesar,  to  whom  I  now  apj^eal. 
But  what  did  the  Allopathists  do  ?  Fled  the  field  incontinently,  be- 
fore a  blow  was  struck — trying  to  hide  the  white  feather  under 
something  that  was  called  dignity  ! 

In  conclusion,  Dr.  B.  says,  that  if  a  man  became  well  informed  by 
study  in  his  Colleges,  and  then  practised  Homoeopathy,  he  should 
not  think  him  an  honest  man,  and  therefore  not  to  be  trusted,  in 
determining  disease.  Can  no  one  be  a  judge  of  disease  then,  un~ 
less  he  is  an  honest  man  ?  Can  we  judge  of  a  Doctor's  skill  in 
determining  disease  by  his  honesty  ?  Is  it  a  well  ascertained  fact, 
that  those  Doctors  in  this  city,  who  plume  themselves  most  on 
their  skill  in  determining  disease,  are  the  most  honest  ?  la 
man  expelled  from  the  Cook  Co.  Medical  Society,  when  he  is 
known  to  be  dishonest  ?  But  the  Dr.  differs  on  this  point,  from 
many  of  his  school.  Hear  what  Sir  Jno.  Forbes  says.  Which  is 
the  greater  man  of  the  two  it  is  not  for  me  to  say.  Sir  John 
thinks  he  is  telling  the  truth,  which  is  some  recommendation.  On 
page  4,  he  says : 

"  Hahnemann  was  undoubtedly  a  man  of  genius  and  a  scholar ; 
a  man  of  indefatigable  industry,  of  undaunted  energy.  In  the 
history  of  medicine,  his  name  will  appear  in  the  same  list  with 
those  of  the  greatest  systematists  and  theorists,  unsurpassed  by 
few,  in  the  originality  and  ingenuity  of  his  views ;  superior  to 
most,  in  having  substantiated  and  carried  out  his  doctrines  into 
actual  and  n    jt  extensive  practice,     p.  4. — Foebes. 

And  again : 

"  It  is  but  a  simple  act  of  justice  to  admit,  that  there  exists  no 
ground  for  doubting  that  Hahnemann  was  as  sincere  in  his  belief 
of  the  truth  of  his  doctrines,  as  any  ot  the  medical  systematists, 
who  preceded  him,  and  that  many,  at  least,  among  his  followers, 
have  been,  and  are  sincere,  honest  and  learned  men.  That  there 
are  charlatans  and  impostors  among  the  practitioners  of  Homoeo- 
pathy cannot  be  doubted ;  but,  alas,  can  it  be  doubted  any  more, 
tha\  tnere  are  such,  and  many  such,  among  the  professors  of  or- 
thodox physic  ?  "     p.  5. — Ibid. 

Furthermore,  in  speaking  of  Dr.  Fleischmann,  a  Homoeopathist 
in  Vienna,  he  says,  as  we  have  already  noticed,  and  the  sentence 
is  reproduced,  because  it  is  such  a  good  one — Juvenal  says  a  good 
thing  may  be  told  ten  times  : 

"Dr.  Fleischmann  is  a  regular,  well  educated  physician,  as  ca- 
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pable  of  forming  a  true  diagnosis,  as  other  practitioners,  and  he 
is  considered  by  those  who  know  him,  as  a  man  of  honor  and  re- 
spectability, and  incapable  of  attesting  a  falsehood." — Ibid. 

Then  it  seems  that,  In  spite  of  Dr.  Brainard,  the  knowledge  ol 
Homoeopathy  did  not  prevent  DjP.  SF.  from  detecting  disease — if 
it  did  not  prevent  mie  Homoeopathic  physician,  vvhy  should  it  pre- 
*'ent  another  ? 

Dr.  Allen's  attention  too,  is  respectfully  called  ^o  this  point. — 
Here  is  one  Homoeopathic  physician,  endorsed  by  no  less  a  man 
than  Sir  Jno.  Forbes,  as  a  "Regular,  well  Educated  Physi- 
cian," "  capable  of*  fokmixg  ^>  TPtUE  DIAGNOSIS."     Considered 

as  A  MAX  OP  HONOR  AND  RESPECTABILITY,"  "  INCAPABLE  OF  AT- 
TESTING A  FALSEHOOD."  Honest  and  learned,  and  a  Homoeopath- 
is  t.  Dr.  Allen  !  Would  you  not  think  it  rather  complimentary,  if 
Sir  Jno.  Forbes  should  have  said  that  of  you  ? 

We  have  liigh  authority  in  this  land  for  telling  stories,  and  as 
this  Appeal  commences  with  a  narrative,  what  more  appropriate 
for  its  end  than  a  tale,  and  here  it  is : 

The  hero  of  my  tale  is  Fewster  Robert  Horner,  M.  D.,  late 
President,  and  Perpetual  Vice  President,  of  the  British  Medical 
and  Surgical  Association ;.  late  Senior  Physician  to  the  Hull  Gen- 
eral Infirmary  and  to  the  Hull  Dispensary.  He  was  a  man  of 
mark,  it  seems,  and  his  letter  shows  that  he  deserved  distinction. 
I  am  sure  that  Dr.  B.  did  not  see  this  letter  when  he  was  uivesti- 
gating  Homceopathy,  and  I  am  happy  to  inform  him  that  it  is  quite 
within  his  reach,  being  for  sale  by  Mr.  Halsey,  147  Clark-st. 

In  1857  or  'o8.  Dr.  Horner,  it  seems,  was  Senior  Physician  to 
the  Hull  Infirmary,  and  was  relieved  on  account  of  his  becomino- 
Homoeopathist.  This  letter  gives  his  reasons  for  making  the 
change..  After  a  few  preliminary  observations,  in  which  he  stated 
that  he  had  always  been  rather  moderate  in  the  use  of  violent 
measures,  he  proceeds  thus  t! 

"  Yet  up  to  the  very  time  of  instituting  my  inquiry — and  ft  is 
with  humility  I  make  the  confession — hlinded  hy  prejudice  and 
ignorance^  like  the  raost  of  tJie  profeaaion  in  Ilidl^  and  elseiohere^ 
(the  italics  are  mine.  Dr.)  1  deemed  Hommopathy  a  vain  and  im- 
possible Ihij/f/  ;  and  even  when  I  began  to  read,  to  investigate,  and 
to  j)ut  it  to  tlie  proof,  I  had  far  more  expectation  of  unmasking 
and  exposing  it  as  a  fallacy,  than  I  liad  of  findhigin  it  that  good 
by  whicii  the  evils  of  the  old  practice  of  medichie  might  be  ob- 
viated, and  a  more  gentle,  but  a  far  more  efficient  method  of  cure, 
be  substituted." 

"  As  an  additional  motive  for  investigation,  I  felt  that  the  time 
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had  arrived  when  something  must  be  done,  ooth  by  the  individual 
and  the  collective  efforts  of  the  profession : — the  onward  spread  of 
Homoeopathy  must  be  stayed.  Notwithstanding  the  oft-repeated 
declaration  of  my  profiessional  brethern  to  the  contrary,  it  was  too 
apparent  that  it  v\^as  not '  dying  out,'  bat  was  steadily  progressing, 
nay,  rapidly  extending  itself ;  not  amongst  the  credulous  and  un- 
educated, but  the  enlightened  and  higher  classes  of  society  were 
daily  becoming  its  lirinest  adherants  and  determined  supporters. 
Nor  was  this  onward  ])rogress  restricted  to  any  town  or  district ; 
but  throughout  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland  ;  and  yet  far  more 
throughout  America,  Germany  and  France,  and  throughout  all  the 
States  of  Europe  was  it  adopted  and  cherished." 

"  I  was  convinced  that  this  progress  was  not  to  be  arrested  by 
the  raillery,  abuse  and  misrepresentation  of  the  medical  profession ; 
amidst  it  all,  Homoeopathy  had  but  the  more  and  more  increased — 
■people  looiild  think  for  themselves^  (italics,  Horner's,  Dr.,)  I  now 
felt  assured  that  the  oyily  rational  and  effective  as  well  as  manly 
AND  HONOEABLE  way  (Itallcs,  mine)  of  disabusing  and  disinfecting 
the  public  mind,  v/as  to  submit  it  to  the  touchstone  of  observation 
and  experiment.     I  determined  on  its  practical  investigation." 

"  Therefore,  honestly  divesting  my  mind,  as  far  as  I  was  able  to 
do,  of  all  feeling  and  prejudice  against  it,  I  first  diligently  searched 
and  studied  all  tlie  best  works  on  the  subject."  (Allow  me  to  ask, 
Dr.  B..  if  your  mind  Avas  thus  "honestly  divested"  when  you  com- 
menced your  extended  course  of  reading?)  "  I  thus  obtained,"  he 
proceeds,  "  thorough  insight  into  and  knowledge  of  the  science  ; 
of  the  peculiar  mode  of  preparation  and  stated  powers  of  its 
medicines — of  their  nature  and  properties,  and  of  their  effects  and 
application  as  remedies  in  disease;  2^oints,  he  it  observed^  abso- 
lutely oiecessary  to  a  fair  and  enlightened  test  and  examination. 
(ItaHcs  his.)  This  being  at  length  accomplished,  I  most  strin- 
gently, zealously,  and  I  may  add,  jealously,  conducted  my  length- 
ened and  practical  inquiry."  (Is  that  about  the  way  you  did.  it. 
Dr.  ?  "  most  stringently,  zealously  and  jealously.") 

"  My  first  discovery  was  my  own  ignorance  as  to  what  Homoeop- 
athy really  was,  and  the  equal  ignorance  of  the  rest  of  my  profes- 
sional brethren  with  whom  I  had  converse  on  the  subject.  It  was, 
I  confess,  with  a  feeling  of  shame  that  I  recalled  to  mind  how  we 
had  misjudged  and  misrepresented  Homoeopathy."  (How  admira- 
bly Dr.  Horner  describes  the  sensation  which  an  honest  man  would 
have  in  such  a  case.  Did  you  ever  feel  so.  Dr.  B.  ?)  ''"Stram/e^'''' 
and  the  italics  are  his,  "  strange^  tridy  that  the  Medical  Profession 
should x^ersist  in  denying^  yea^  in  heaphvs,  obloquy  and  ridicule 
upon  a  science  of  which  theyhioio  themselves — confess  themselves 
— to  be  wholly  or  essentially  ignorant.  Nay,  I  have  often  heard 
the  most  witty,  as  well  as  the  most  serious  and  earnest  declaimer 
give  a  scornful  negative  reply  to  the  inquir}s  it  they  had  ever 
studied  and  fahiy  tried  it." 

"  So  wild  and  indefinite  are  the  notions  not  only  of  the  public, 
but  of  medical  men  also,  that  it  is  thought  that  Homccopathy 
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chiefly  consists  in  giving  small  or  infinitesimal  closes  of  medicine  ! 
Now,  the  magnitude  of  the  dose  has  notJung  lohatever  to  do  with 
the  principles  of  the  science.  The  principle,  the  very  essence  of 
HomceoiDathy  lies  in  the  law  of  simile,  as  usually  expressed  in  the 
axiom,  '  like  cures  like.'  " 

"  In  proceeding  to  enmnerate  a  few  of  those  facts  and  circum- 
stances whicli  enforced  the  conviction  on  my  own  mind  that 
Homoeopathy  was  a  great  truth,  I  would  observe  that  no  amount 
of  mere  reading  or  study  of  Homoeopathic  literature  could  have 
brought  such  conviction — real  and  indisputable — to  my  own  mind. 
Had  I  stopped  short  here,  though  impressed  with  the  sentiment  that 
what  I  read  might  be  true,  yet  nothing  but  experimental  testimony 
would  have  enabled  me,  in  my  own  heart,  to  realize  that  truth.  I 
trust  that  this  remark  will  not  be  lost  upon  those  who  think  that 
thev  have  done  enouo^h  in  havino-  read  a  book  or  two  on  the  sub- 
ject,  and  not  feeling  convinced,  cast  the  whole  aside,  v/ithout  trial, 
as  unsatisfactory.  ,  I,  unhappily,  committed  this  very  error  nearly 
ten  years  ago.  At  that  time  I  read  two  or  three  books  on  the 
subject,  but  the  whole  matter  appeared  too  extraordinary  to  be 
real,  and  I  cast  it  off  as  a  delusion.  How  much  do  I  regret  that 
I  did  not  then  go  heartily  to  work,  and  after  fully  qualifying  myself, 
duly  testing  and  proving  it." 

Speaking  of  the  manner  in  which  he  conducted  his  examinations, 
he  says,  "  I  felt  the  investigation  in  which  I  was  now  engaged, 
was  perhaps  the  most  serious  act  of  my  life.  ISTot  only  my  repu- 
tation as  a  j^hysician,  my  honor  as  a  man,  and  the  relief  of  the 
afiiicted,  but  yet  more,  the  interest  of  truth  itself,  was  equally 
involved." 

He  then  goes  on  to  say  how  he  tested  Homoeopathic  remedies — 
he  would  give  some  unmedicated  sugar  of  milk  to  a  patient,  and 
without  any  result;  then  gave  the  appro})riate  Homoeopathic 
remedy,  and  a  cure  was  the  result ;  or,  he  would  give  the  medi- 
cine first,  and  after  the  good  effects  were  manifest,  he  would  give 
the  sugar  of  milk — the  patients  would  thereupon  complain  that 
the  medicine  had  lost  its  effect — then,  with  a  return  to  the  real 
medicine,  improvement  would  take  place  again." 

'  Further,"  he  adds,  "  I  wished  to  select  some  disease,  where 
the  changes  efiected  in  the  condition  of  the  diseased  party  could 
be  see7i  by  myself,  as  well  as  felt  by  the  patient ;  I  chose,  there- 
fore, some  of  the  worst  cases  of  inflamed  and  ulcerated  sore  throat. 
Some  of  these  I  treated  first,  on  the  old  and  approved  plan ;  and 
with  the  usual  tedious  progress ;  but  when  I  now  substituted  the 
Homoeopathic  remedies,  the  rapid  diminution  of  tumefaction  and 
swelling,  and  the  healing  of  ulceration,  were  most  striking  ! 
Indeed,  few  things  could  impress  a  common  beli(^lder  with  more 
surprise,  than  the  witnessing  of  the  eft'ects  of  Homoeopathic  reme- 
dies, in  the  very  worst  cases  of  ulcerated  throat  and  palate." 
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After  giving  several  cases  in  which  he  put  Homoeopathy  to  the 
test,  he  adds : 

"  Thus,  then,  I  conducted  a  lengthened,  practical,  and  impar- 
tial inquiry  into  the  Homoeopathic  system  of  curing  disease.  ^''  - 
For  me  now  to  doubt  the  power  and  efficacy  of  Homoeopathic 
medicines,  would  be  to  doubt  the  evidence  of  my  own  senses,  and 
the  exercise  of  common  understanding.  I  rest  my  convictions  on 
the  solid  basis  of  experimental  testimony — on  proof.  I  do  not 
come  forth  as  a  j^artisan,  but  simply  sj)eak  that  which  I  do  know, 
and  testify  that  which  I  have  seen.  My  testimony  is,  that  Hom- 
oeopathy is  indeed  a  great  fact — a  mighty  truth." 

There  is  much  of  the  sturdy  Saxon  about  this  man :  resolute, 
straight  forward,  honest  he  was,  without  doubt.  He  partook  of 
the  spirit  which  animated  Luther,  when  he  said,  "  I  will  go  to 
Worms,  though  there  are  as  many  devils  to  beset  my  path,  as 
there  are  tiles  on  the  houses."  "Where  is  the  man,  who  ever  ex- 
amined and  tested  Homoeopathy  in  this  way,  and  found  it  absurd  ? 
Let  him  be  produced,  if  he  exists,  or  ever  did  exist. 

But  here  I  rest  the  case.  Let  Coesar  compare  Dr.  Horner's 
testimony  with  Dr.  Brainard's,  and  if  the  verdict  is,  that  Homoeo- 
pathy is  "  quackery,"  I  will  submit  in  silence. 

Since  the  foregoing  was  prepared  for  the  press,  my  attention 
has  been  called  to  an  anonymous  publication,  Avhich  has  been  very 
extensively  circulated  in  this  city,  and  which  purports  to  give  a 
correct  account  of  the  trial. 

Here  is  the  style  in  which  he  characterizes  those  in  this  commu- 
nity, who  employ  Homoeopathic  Doctors,  or  "  learned  men,"  as  Dr. 
Allen  calls  them : 

"  Chicago,  it  may  be  mentioned  to  country  readers,  is  a  peculiar 
city.  It  has  been  the  rendezvous  of  men  of  desperate  fortunes, 
and  uncertain  morals,  as  well  as  of  men  of  enterprise  and  far-seeing 
sagacity.  The  Ishmaels,  whose  hands  are  against  every  man,  are 
abundant.  Li  the  lottery  of  chances,  incident  to  the  growth  of  a 
great  city,  many  men  of  limited  capacity,  and  even  gross  ignor- 
ance, have  been  thrown  into  notice,  because  of  their  accidental 
wealth.  Men  of  this  cast,  and  especially  their  wives,  are  addicted 
to  the  wildest,  the  absurdest  follies.  Among  their  pet  absurdities. 
Homoeopathy  is  one  of  the  most  prominent." 

Some  questions  have  arisen,  as  to  who  was  the  author.  One 
thought  it  must  be  Oliver  Wendell  Holmes,  since  he  was  evidently 
afraid  to  be  as  witty  as  he  could,  lest  he  should  hurt  somebody. 
Another  inquired  if  Holmes  was  ever  elevated  f  for  it  is  clear  on 
the  very  face  of  it,  that  no  sober  man  ever  wrote  such  a  paper. 
Another  argued  against  the  Holmes'  hypothesis,  since  Holmes,  in 
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his  language  at  least,  was  a  gentleman  ;  and  the  language  of  this 
document,  and  the  whole  style,  showed  the  writer  innocent  of  any 
gentlemanly  instincts,  even  when  sober.  But  the  play  is  not 
worth  the  candle — the  only  mark  of  good  taste,  in  the  whole  affau*, 
is  the  obscurity  in  which  the  author  keeps  himself;  and  from  this 
congenial  state,  it  is  to  be  hoped,  no  one  will  seek  to  draw  him. 
He  is  evidently  a  "  quack,"  for  he  tells  us — ^by  implication,  at 
least,  that  he  belongs  to  the  "  regular  profession ; "  and  Dr.  J. 
Adams  Allen  says, "  it  is  a  token  of  a  quack,  for  one  to  qualify  his 
profession  by  any  adjunct." 
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